City of Suffolk 
HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION 


NANSEMOND 1646 SUFFOLK 1742 


September 13, 2018 


THE REGULAR MEETING 
OF THE 
HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION 
WILL BE HELD AT 9:00 A.M. IN 
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
CITY HALL BUILDING 


Note: If You Cannot Attend This Meeting, 
Please Notify the Planning Division 
by 12:00 Noon, 

Wednesday, September 12, 2018 
(757) 514-4060 


PREPARED BY THE CITY OF SUFFOLK 
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 


DIVISION OF PLANNING 


VIL. 


VIL. 


AGENDA 
Historic Landmarks Commission Meeting 
Thursday, September 13, 2018 
9:00 a.m. 


Call to Order: Chairman 


. Roll Call 


Approval of the Minutes 


. New Business 


1. Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2018-00029, submitted by Jacob 
Wood, agent for Marissa Bailey, property owner, for exterior material repair and 
replacement to property located at 215, 215 '”, and 215 “ Grace Street. The property 
is further identified as Zoning Map 34G18, Block (A), Parcel 92, Suffolk Voting 
Borough, zoned RM, Residential Medium District, and HC, Historic Conservation 
Overlay District. 


Old Business 

Staff Reports 

1. Enforcement Updates 
a. Property Maintenance Official 
b. Zoning 


2. Administrative Approvals 


Adjournment 


MINUTES 
HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION 
July 12, 2018 
9:00 A.M. 


The regular meeting of the Historic Landmarks Commission was held on Thursday, July 12, 2018, at 
9:00 a.m., in the Council Chambers of Suffolk City Hall, 442 W. Washington Street, Suffolk, Virginia, 
with the following persons present: 


MEMBERS PRESENT: STAFF: 

Susan Coley Claire Jones, Secretary 

Mary Austin Darden Karla Carter, Assistant City Attorney 
Merritt Draper Amy Thurston, Planner II 

Oliver Hobbs Connie Blair, Planning Technician 
Edward King Kimberly Allen, Planning Technician 
Vivian Turner 

MEMBERS ABSENT: 

Larry Riddick 


The meeting was called to order by Vice-Chairman Hobbs. The roll was called by Ms. Jones and the 
Vice-Chairman was informed that a quorum was present. 


APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES: Ms. Jones informed the Commission that the voting record in the 
packet contained an error that has since been corrected. The minutes of the previous meeting were 
approved as amended. 


NEW BUSINESS: 

Election of Officers: Vice-Chairman Hobbs announced the annual election of officers and requested 
nominations for the office of Chairman. A nomination, followed by a motion, was made by 
Commissioner King to elect Kermit Hobbs as Chairman. The motion was seconded by Commissioner 
Draper. There being no other nominations, the nominations were closed and the motion was passed 
unanimously. 


Chairman Hobbs requested nominations for the office of Vice-Chairman. A nomination, followed by a 
motion, was made by Commissioner King to elect Mary Austin Darden as Vice-Chairman. The motion 
was seconded by Commissioner Turner. There being no other nominations, the nominations were closed 
and the motion was passed unanimously. 


The Commission unanimously agreed to re-appoint Ms. Jones as Secretary. 


Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2018-00023, submitted by Randy McReynolds, 
agent, on behalf of Esppar, LLC, property owner, for parking lot improvements and fencing for 


properties located at 119, 121, and 125 East Washington Street. The properties are further 
identified as Zoning Map 34G18, Block A, Parcel 285, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, 
Central Business District, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District 


The first public hearing item was introduced by Chairman Hobbs, followed by a staff report from Amy 
Thurston, Planner II. Ms. Thurston stated the subject property includes three (3) addresses, 119, 121, 
and 125 East Washington Street, which are located on one (1) parcel, which is part of the 2002 East 
Washington Street Expansion of the Suffolk Historic Conservation Overlay District. Ms. Thurston noted 
that the most common building form in this area is brick-fronted Italianate or Vernacular style 
commercial structures, usually with large show windows and flat roofs, and most of which have ornate 
parapets and central recessed entranceways. The National Register of Historic Places Nomination Form 
states the building located at 119 and 121 East Washington Street is a contributing Vernacular 
commercial building that was constructed circa 1900-1914. The second building, 125 East Washington 
Street, is listed as a contributing Colonial Revival commercial structure that was constructed later circa 
1923; 


The rear of the subject property currently contains a gravel parking lot that is accessed from the 
neighboring property at 101 East Washington Street and an unnamed public right-of-way to the rear. 
Presently, the site does not contain any landscaping or fencing. The applicant requests to pave the 
existing gravel parking area with asphalt, install a six (6) foot tall black ornamental aluminum fence 
around the perimeter of the parking area, install two (2) twenty-six (26) foot wide matching gates for 
access to 101 East Washington Street and the public right-of-way in the rear, and to install perimeter 
landscaping along the western and eastern property lines. 


Ms. Thurston noted the Historic District standards state that parking areas should be located only at the 
sides and rear of lots and asphalt paving should be restricted to parking lots only. The existing parking 
lot is situated at an appropriate location as it is behind the subject buildings and hidden from view along 
East Washington Street. The existing orientation and massing of the parking lot is in keeping with other 
commercial properties in the District, and the proposed paving would not detract from the historic 
structures on the site. In addition, the paved parking lot would improve the ease of ingress/egress from 
the adjacent bank parking lot and city right-of-way to the south, which are both improved surfaces. Ms. 
Thurston noted that the Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC) previously approved a request to pave 
the rear parking area with asphalt. 


The Historic District Guidelines state that decorative fencing should be used where fences are visible 
from public streets in front and side yards. Decorative fences can be made of wrought iron and wood 
pickets. Alternative materials are not permitted unless specifically approved by the HLC. The proposed 
aluminum fence and gates are similar to the appearance of wrought iron, and the proposed fence height 


of six (6) feet is considered appropriate for this location. However, if the proposed fence were located in 
a front yard, this height would not be appropriate. Ms. Thurston noted that the addition of landscaping 
would also improve the overall appearance of the property. 


In conclusion, Ms. Thurston stated that staff recommends approval of the actions requested by 
Certificate of Appropriateness, HLC2018-00023, with the conditions noted in the staff report. 


The public hearing was opened and Mr. Randy McReynolds, applicant, spoke in favor of the 
application. 


Jennifer Groves, 136 S. Main Street, spoke in opposition noting concerns about the appearance of safety 
fencing in downtown. There being no other speakers, the public hearing was closed. 


Chairman Hobbs noted that the scope of HLC approval only addresses the appropriateness of the 
proposed structure and materials under the design standards of the Historic Overlay District and does not 
address whether a fence is permitted. The Commission also discussed other examples of the proposed 
fencing in the District. Following this discussion, a motion was made by Commissioner Darden to 
approve staff’s recommendation as presented. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Draper and 
approved by a recorded vote of 6-0. 


OLD BUSINESS: 

Chairman Hobbs invited interested Commission members to attend the City Council meeting on July 18, 
2018, which includes an appeal of the HLC decision in regard to HLC2018-00014. Chairman Hobbs 
requested permission to speak on behalf of the Board at the City Council meeting. The Board granted 
permission to Chairman Hobbs to speak on their behalf. 


STAFF REPORTS: 
Enforcement Update: Donald Bennett, Property Maintenance Official, reported on the following 
properties: 


e 209 Pearl Street — Court case dismissed, homeowner in compliance 

e 204 Bank Street — Court case dismissed, homeowner in compliance 
e 221 Pinner Street —Court case dismissed, homeowner in compliance 
e 118 Pinner Street — Null service 

e 121 Pinner Street — Reissued again, null service on property owner 


Zoning Update: Matthew Levy, Zoning Inspector, reported on the following properties: 


e 222 Pinner St — Fined $200 
e 131 Clay St — Scheduled for court 8/2/2018 


e 178 E. Washington St — Scheduled for court 8/2/2018 
e 180 E. Washington St — Non-suited 
e 178 E. Washington St — NOV issued 5/17/2018 


Administrative Approvals: Ms. Jones provided a brief report on the one administrative COA approved 
since the last HLC meeting in June and noted that a copy was provided in the meeting packet. 


There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned. 


HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION 


Motion: 


To approve with staff 
recommendations as 
presented 


1°: Darden 
nd, 
July 12, 2018 2©: Draper 
ATTENDANCE ae 
VOTE: 6-0 
COMMISSIONERS 
PRESENT ABSENT YES NO 
Coley, Susan M. Xx xX 
Darden, Mary Austin, Vice x 
; X 
Chairman 
Draper, Merritt X Xx 
Hobbs, Oliver, Chairman xX xX 
King, Edward L. xX Xx 
Riddick, Larry Xx 
Turner, Vivian X xX 


CITY OF SUFFOLK 


442 W. WASHINGTON STREET, P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858 


PHONE: (757) 514-4060 FAX: (757) 514-4099 
DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Division of Planning 
To: Historic Landmarks Commission 
From: Kevin M. Wyne, AICP, Principal Planner 
Date: September 13, 2018 
Subject: REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS HLC2018- 


00029, submitted by Jacob Wood, agent for Marissa Bailey, property owner, for 
exterior material repair and replacement to property located at 215, 215 4%, and 
215 %4 Grace Street. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G18, 
Block A, Parcel 92, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned RM, Residential Medium 
District, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


STAFF REPORT 


Overview of the Subject Property and Surrounding Area 


The subject property is located within the Original Suffolk Historic District, which was created 
in 1987. The Vernacular structure is located on Grace Street in a northern extension of “New 
Town,” developed around 1888. "New Town” is characterized by its interesting mix of modest 
vernacular buildings with more impressive “stylistic” structures. Grace Street was planned 
northward from Bank Street to the east of the G.W. Truitt property located at 204 Bank Street. 


The 200 block of Grace Street consists almost entirely of two-story Vernacular frame dwellings 
built in the last two decades of the nineteenth century, giving it a strongly cohesive historic 
impression. Three of these dwellings have been converted to duplexes, but the overall 
appearance of the street is largely unchanged from the period of significance. 


The structure located at 215, 215%, and 21534 Grace Street is a two-story frame dwelling, circa 
1890, and is now configured as a triplex. It is a contributing structure constructed in a Vernacular 
architectural style with a Vernacular porch. Other notable features of the dwelling include: 
weatherboard (aluminum siding); cross gable roof (asphalt shingle); projecting bay window 
(front elevation); and, cornice returns. 
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Case History 


No previous Certificates of Appropriateness have been issued for this property. 
Public Notice 


This request has been duly advertised in accordance with the public notice requirements set forth 
in Section 15.2-2204 of the Code of Virginia, as amended, and with the applicable provisions of 
the Unified Development Ordinance. A notice, containing a copy of the staff report, was also 
provided to the applicant on September 7, 2018. 


Proposed Actions 


The applicant is requesting to repair or replace several exterior elements that were damaged in a 
March 2018 fire. Exterior elements proposed for replacement and/or repair were damaged either 
by the fire itself or by the water used to put out the fire. The impacted elements include first and 
second story windows, 4 exterior entry doors, aluminum siding on the east (front) and south 
elevations, and front porch decking and ceiling boards. 


The applicant’s entire request consists of the following items: 


1. The in-kind replacement of aluminum siding on the eastern and southern elevations, 
white in color. 


2. The in-kind replacement of 2 wooden, two-panel, six-lite, craftsman style entry doors on 
the first floor, eastern (front) elevation, painted white. 


3. The in-kind replacement of 1 wooden, two-panel, six-lite, craftsman style entry door on 
the second floor, eastern (front) elevation, painted white. 


4. The in-kind replacement of 1 steel, raised six-panel entry door on the basement level, 
western (rear) elevation, white in color. 


5. The replacement of 12 wooden 6/6 double-hung sash windows on the first and second 
floors of the northern, western, and southern elevations, with wooden 2/2 double-hung 
simulated divided lite windows. 


6. The replacement of 2 wooden, 4/4 double-hung sash windows on the first and second 
floors of the southern elevation, with wooden 2/2 double-hung simulated divided lite 
windows 


7. The in-kind replacement, of 6 wooden 2/2 double-hung sash windows on the first and 
second floors of the eastern (front) and northern elevations, with wooden 2/2 double- 
hung simulated divided lite windows. 
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8. 


10. 


Reframe existing wooden window openings where windows will be replaced with a 
composite sill. 


The replacement of *4” x 2 34” wood, tongue and groove, front porch decking and ceiling 
boards with 1” x 3 '4” wood, tongue and groove, front porch decking and ceiling boards 


on the eastern (front) elevation on both the first and second floors. 


In-kind repair and replacement of front porch framing and joists. 


Contractor’s Statement 


The applicant has provided a statement from a licensed general contractor and photographic 
evidence indicating the degree of damage sustained to the structure as a result of the fire. 
Evidence illustrates the damage to all the windows, aluminum siding, doors, and decking and 
ceiling boards slated for replacement. 


Surrounding Characteristics 


A detailed description of adjacent and nearby properties is provided below. 


213 Grace Street — A two-story, contributing Vernacular structure, constructed circa 
1890. 


214 Grace Street — A two-story, contributing Vernacular structure, constructed circa 
1885. 


216-216 2 Grace Street — A two-story, contributing Vernacular duplex, constructed circa 
1885. 


217 Grace Street — A two-story, contributing Vernacular structure, constructed circa 
1900. 


Site Modifications 


The applicant does not propose any site modifications as part of this application. 


Applicable Regulations 


A. Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines 


1. Chapter 4, Section C, Window Openings: Windows are a major character and 
style-determining feature of an historic building. It is very important that the 
windows of an historic building be preserved where possible to maintain their size 
and details. 


2: Chapter 4, Section C.3, Guidelines for Window Preservation: 
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e Maintain Original Windows: If repair of an original window is necessary, 
repair only the deteriorated element to match the original in size, 
composition, material, dimension, and detail by patching, splicing, 
consolidating, or otherwise reinforcing the deteriorated section. The 
removal of historic resources shall be avoided. 

e Avoid Replacing Original Windows: Replace windows only when they are 
missing or beyond repair. Reconstruction should be based on physical 
evidence or old photographs, when available. Replacement windows 
should be designated to match the original in appearance, detail, material, 
profile, and overall size as closely as possible. Do not use inappropriate 
materials or finishes that radically change the sash, depth of reveal, muntin 
configuration, the reflective quality or color of the glazing, or the 
appearance of the frame. 

e New Window Materials: New windows may be constructed of painted 
wood, metal clad or vinyl clad. Unfinished or anodized aluminum is not 
permitted. When evaluating the acceptability of replacement windows, the 
following criteria shall be used: 

o Kind and texture of materials; 

o Architectural and historical compatibility; 

o Comparison to original window profile; 

o Level of significance of original windows to the architectural 
style of the building; and 

o Material performance and durability. 


3. Chapter 4, Section D, Doors: Like windows, door openings are a major character and 


style-determining feature of an historic building. Taken together, these elements 
usually act in unison to visually define the directional emphasis and proportions of the 
facade as well as the style. It is very important that the doors of an historic building be 
preserved, where possible, to maintain their size and details. 


Chapter 4, Section D.1, Background: Doors help to define a building’s particular style 
and serve to allow access to the interior of a building. When in association with 
porches and entrances, they may be decorated and ceremonial. Doors on secondary 
facades tend to be simpler and more utilitarian. A variety of doors can be found in the 
Suffolk Historic Conservation Overlay District. Many of the doors are wood with 
different types of panels. While the six-panel door is common, other types include 
doors with tall, narrow, arched panels or recessed carved panels or doors with 
rectangular or oval glass panes. Flush doors are also found in the district. This design 
is more recent, and generally does not have an historic appearance. In addition to the 
style or door, decorated entrances also include features such as pilasters, pediments, 
leaded glass transoms, sidelights, and fanlights. 


Chapter 5, Section J, Residential Porches and Entrances: Entrances and porches are 
often the primary focal points of an historic building. In addition to being functional 
and ceremonial, elements for all buildings, their decoration and articulation, help 
define the style of the structure. For residential buildings, porches have traditionally 
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served as a social gathering point as well as a transition area between the exterior and 
interior. The retention of porches is critical to maintaining the integrity of the historic 
dwelling’s original design. 


4. Chapter 5, Section J.2, Guidelines for Residential Porches: 
e Do not strip entrances and porches of historic material and details. 
e Do not remove or radically change entrances and porches which serve to define the 
building’s overall historic character. 
e Replace an entire porch only if it is too deteriorated to repair or is completely 
missing. The new porch should match the original as closely as possible. 


B. Secretary of the Interior Standards 


The Secretary of the Interior Standards, which are included in Appendix A of the Historic 
Guidelines, encourage the repair and preservation of existing historic materials and character 
defining elements. Where replacement is determined to be necessary, the new feature shall 
match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, 
materials. The design of replacement features shall also be substantiated by documentary, 
physical, or pictorial evidence. Changes that create a false sense of historical development 
are strongly discouraged. 


Staff Analysis 


The applicant is requesting to replace aluminum siding, entry doors, 20 windows, and front 
porch decking and ceiling boards that were damaged as a result of a March 2018 fire. The 
replacement of the aluminum siding will be in-kind as will be the replacement of the damaged 
entry doors. All other features slated for replacement will not be true in-kind replacements, but 
have been selected to closely match original features. Of the 20 windows to be replaced, 10 are 
6/6 double-hung sash wooden windows, 6 are 2/2 double-hung sash wooden windows, and 4 are 
4/4 double-hung sash wooden windows. 


The Historic District Design Guidelines identify windows as a major character and style- 
determining feature of a historic building and therefore discourages their replacement. The 
Guidelines offers clear directions on the preservation of windows and the criteria for evaluating 
the installation of replacement windows. The Historic District Design Guidelines further state the 
removal of historic resources shall be avoided, therefore the rehabilitation or repair of the 
deteriorated window section(s) should be the primary objective. 


When replacement of the original window is requested, the Historic District Design Guidelines 
call for a signed statement from a licensed general contractor stating the condition of the existing 
windows. Supporting documentation for any application for a Certificate of Appropriateness 
seeking authorization for the replacement of windows should include exhibits and information on 
the ability of the windows to be repaired, need for replacement, proposed corrective measures, 
and options for replacement. The applicant has provided an assessment documenting the 
condition of the existing windows thereby establishing the need for replacement. Photographs of 
the damaged windows are attached to this report. 
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The 6 wooden 2/2, double-hung sash windows requiring replacement are proposed to be replaced 
with wooden 2/2 double-hung simulated divided lite windows matching the previous windows in 
style, profile, and material. The proposed replacement windows align with the guidance outlined 
in The Historic District Design Guidelines. The other 14 windows proposed for replacement are 
either 6/6 double-hung or 4/4 double-hung sash wooden windows. The applicant’s proposal 
requests replacing all of these windows with wooden 2/2 double-hung simulated divided lite 
windows to make these windows consistent with those on the front elevation. The windows 
slated for replacement appear to be original to the structure. Additionally, it was common for 
structures of this time period, particularly simple Vernacular structures, to have one style of 
window prominent on the front elevation and a different style present on the side and rear 
elevations of a structure. As such, the replacement windows, while appropriate in material and 
profile, would not be true to the original configuration. It is recommended that the 6/6 windows 
be replaced using the same 6/6 configuration and the 4/4 windows be replaced using the same 
4/4 configuration. 


As a part of the application, the applicant proposes to repair decking and ceiling boards on the 
front porch. The porch has two levels and is accessible to the first and second stories. 
Structurally, portions of the porch will require reframing and joist repair. Additionally, portions 
of the existing decking and ceiling boards sustained damaged and will require replacement as 
detailed in the statement provided a licensed contractor. Photographs of the damaged boards are 
attached to this report. 


Front entryways are prominent and important features on structures and the replacement of an 
existing porch should be limited to only cases where the original porch is too deteriorated to 
repair or is completely missing. In those cases, the new porch should match the original as 
closely as possible. In this case, the applicant is proposing to replace *4” x 2 *%4” wood, tongue 
and groove, front porch decking and ceiling boards with 1” x 3 '4” wood, tongue and groove, 
front porch decking and ceiling boards on the eastern (front) elevation on both the first and 
second floors. The replacement boards will be ¥2” wider than the original, which will result in a 
negligible difference from the original boards, thus meeting the standards set forth in The 
Historic District Design Guidelines. The boards will be painted a color matching the existing 
boards. 


Lastly, the applicant is requesting the in-kind replacement of aluminum siding that was damaged 
as a result of the fire. The siding will be replaced on the eastern (front) and southern elevations 
where the fire damage was extensive. It is important to note that aluminum siding, as well as 
other synthetic sidings that have been introduced over time, is generally not appropriate on 
historic structures. In general, original historic siding materials on an historic building should be 
maintained in-place. Only where original materials have deteriorated significantly beyond the 
point of restoration, should they be replaced. The structure had been sided in aluminum at some 
point in the past, and although aluminum siding it not typically a permitted material, with only 
the two elevations damaged by the fire being replaced, in this case the proposed in-kind 
replacement is acceptable in keeping with previous approvals in cases where fire damaged non- 
conforming materials. 
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Summary and Recommendations 


After evaluation, staff believes that the criteria of the Historic District Design Guidelines can be 
met based on the above findings-of-fact and the conditions outlined below. Therefore, staff 
recommends approval of the following actions and conditions in regard to HLC2018-00029: 


1. 


The in-kind replacement of aluminum siding on the eastern (front) and southern 
elevations, white in color. 


The in-kind replacement of 2 wooden, two-panel, six-lite, craftsman style entry doors on 
the first floor of the eastern (front) elevation, painted white. 


The in-kind replacement of 1 wooden, two-panel, six-lite, craftsman style entry door on 
the second floor of the eastern (front) elevation, painted white. 


The in-kind replacement of 1 steel, raised six-panel entry door on the basement level of 
the western (rear) elevation, white in color. 


The in-kind replacement of 12 wooden 6/6 double-hung sash windows on the first and 
second floors of the northern, western, and southern elevations, with wooden 6/6 double- 
hung simulated divided lite windows. 


. The in-kind replacement of 2 wooden, 4/4 double-hung sash windows on the first and 


second floors of the southern elevation, with wooden 4/4 double-hung simulated divided 
lite windows 


The in-kind replacement, of 6 wooden 2/2 double-hung sash windows on the first and 
second floors of the eastern (front) and northern elevations, with wooden 2/2 double- 
hung simulated divided lite windows. 


. Reframe existing wooden window openings where windows will be replaced with a 


composite sill. 


The replacement of *4” x 2 34” wood, tongue and groove, front porch decking and ceiling 
boards with 1” x 3 '4” wood, tongue and groove, front porch decking and ceiling boards 
on the eastern (front) elevation on both the first and second floors. 


10. In-kind repair and replacement of front porch framing and joists. 


11. Any additional improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness. 


12. All required permits shall be obtained from the City of Suffolk. 


Attachments 


cc: 


Jacob Wood, agent for the property owner 
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8/24/2018 New Doors from Simpson | Browse Door Types and Styles 
Back to Search Results 


662 THERMAL SASH (TDL) 


SERIES: Exterior French & Sash Doors 

TYPE: Exterior French & Sash 

APPLICATIONS: Can be used for a swing door, with barn track 
hardware, with pivot hardware, in a patio swing door or slider 
system and many other applications for the home's exterior. 


MATCHING COMPONENTS 
Thermal Sash Sidelight (TDL) (7663) 


Construction Type: Engineered All-Wood Stiles and Rails with 
Dowel Pinned Stile/Rail Joinery 


Panels: 1-7/16" Innerbond® Double Hip-Raised Panel 
Glass: 3/4" Insulated Glazing 


GET A QUOTE 


If you are interested in receiving a quote from a dealer, please 
select the options below and click on the "Request Dealer Quote" 
below. 


Rough opening needs to be 2” wider and 2 1/2" taller than your 
door. 


WHERE TO BUY WIDTH 3'0" ¥ 
HEIGHT 6'8" v 
WOOD SPECIES Fir * 
GLASS 3/4" Clear IG bd 
PANEL 1 7/16" RP * 


UPGRADES 
UltraBlock Technology 


REQUEST DEALER QUOTE 


Similar Doors: 
WHERE TO BUY 


APPLICATIONS 


| STANDARD FEATURES 
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Lineltem # Description Net Price Extended 
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Rough Opening: 36 I/2 X 81 5/8, Frame: 35 3/8 X 81 


Qty: 2 Wrapping - Clear Opening Calculations 31.75 X 36.625, Clear Opening 
Room Location: Area: 8.08 — ; 
None Assigned Product Unit !:Pro Series 200 Double Hung, 


Dimensions Call Size 2-10 6-6, Frame Size 35.375 X 81 

Color Exterior = Primed, Interior = Primed, Balance = White 

Unit Type 200 SDL, Compression Tilt, Base Sill Material: Synthetic, Blind 

Stop Material: Synthetic, Prep for Stool and Apron 

Unit Performance Performance Upgrade = None, Not Rated, No Thermal 

Requirement, U-Factor = 0.52, SHGC = 0.59, VLT = 0.61, CPD 

PWG-M-80-01344-00001 

Glass Unit 1: Double Glazed, Warm Edge (WE), Metal 

Unit | Lower, 1 Upper: Annealed 

Grilles 7/8" SDL w/o Shadow Bar, Colonial, Exterior — White, Interior = 

Primed, 2W1H 

Hardware White, 2 Locks 

Screen Full Screen, White, Shipped Separately 

Wrapping - Frame Options Standard Nose, Synthetic 

Wrapping - Exterior Casing Omit Brickmould 

Wrapping - Jamb Extension 4 9/16" 

Lineltem # Description Net Price Extended 
1-2 Unit | Screen, 2-10 6-6, Screen Color: White 


Note: 


Qty: 2 

Room Location: 
None Assigned 
Note: 
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ITEM DETAILS for PL6302 


1.000 in & 


Available in Dry Treated C&BTR Pine at $1.49 per linear 
foot. 


Note: An /S} on an item indicates a stock item. 
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Basement Apartment 


MARISSA_CAMPBELL_B-1 7/28/2018 Page: 43 
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Main Level Apartment 
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Upper Level Apartment 
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Upper Level Apartment 
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Jenkins Restorations. LLC REC EV ED 


533 Byron Street Ste. E. 23320 e 4 
AUG 13 20% 
P: 757-747-6364 wet MRL ERE! 
BN 


Jacob Wood, Title: Project Manager 


Jwood @jenkinsrestorations.com 
757-333-1702 


Contractors statement 


215 Grace St. Suffolk, Va. 23434 


General! note: Standard operating procedure for insurance loss work. If items cannot be cleaned, repair 
is next viable option. If item damaged from loss cannot be repaired, replacement is next viable option. 
Scope of work was written by insurance adjuster Randy Cooper with Liberty Mutual. Mr. Cooper’s 
contact information is 1-410-387-5118, email address randy.cooper@safeco.com 


Condition of existing features: 
e Windows: 


Windows listed for replacement from insurance adjuster in collation with pictures and floor plans 
submitted have been found after cause of loss to be burned, destroyed from fire department to help 
smoke escape, or heavily charred where repair would not be sufficient. Additional pictures upon request 
shows condition of windows to be best described as dilapidated. No other option is viable for windows 
as listed other than replacement. Windows are either nonoperational, charred, destroyed from fire 
department, or dilapidated from lack of maintenance. Also, smoke and soot have penetrated open 
pores, cracks and crevices of structure. Interior removal has all surfaces remaining to be sealed. If soot 
and smoke penetrated windows we would be unable to remove smoke smell from residence. 


In an attempt to find windows (like for like) to existing windows multiple options and vendors 
were considered and collaborated on topic. Closest in size was a vinyl, or wood clad which would not be 
an option for Historic review. Solid wood windows constructed with simulated true divide and 
composite sill was designed by (Burton Lumber Company)as close as possible for (like for like). There will 
be minimal size variance from windows in question, to proposed windows. This is due to the time period 
pre loss windows were made to include sash weights. The composite sill is how window manufacturer 
makes sills to stop rotting. Wood sill is not an option. Sill will be primed and painted to match window 
and will be unable to be noticed to naked eye. 


e Corrective measures for window replacement: 


Remove existing windows reframe existing rough openings. Currently no sill studs, or jack studs 
are present in exterior wall balloon framed structure. New rough opening to house new proposed 
windows and exterior trim to be flat 1x material wrapped in white PVC coil stock, in an attempt to match 


locations unaffected from loss. Interior trims as stated in insurance written and approved estimate to be 
(like for like). Oversized casing and window stool and apron. 


e Doors: 


Doors were damaged mostly by Fire Department and was collateral damage. All entry 
doors were kicked in to put fire out. Door jambs and slabs are cracked, as well as heavily charred. Viable 
action is replacement only. 


Also, Burton Lumber company proposed making doors exactly as pre loss door. Two 
panel six light Fir, Solid wood construction. 


e Corrective measures for door replacement: 


Existing doors to be removed and replaced by custom doors made exactly as pre loss 
doors. Picture could not be provided by Burton Lumber of proposed doors. Pictures and 
dimensions of existing door were taken for fabrication. 


ThermatTru doors and windows had a manufactured door as same design, but was 
composite only. 


e Decking: 


Existing decking was identified as Pine, kiln dried, pressure treated material (tongue and grooved). 
This product was easily matched from Portsmouth Lumber. Details and dimension provided prior. 
This product for proper installation will be primed four sides and painted two finish coats four sides 
with exterior paint. Additional pictures as requested attached. 


e Corrective measures for replacement: 


Existing decking and ceiling slats to be removed in order to reframe 2™ floor, floor joist for 
porch. Upon passing Suffolk Building inspection for new floor joist structure, replacement of 
decking and ceiling boards as noted. 


e = Siding: 


Existing siding is still found common by Ted Lansing Building Supply. Existing siding is 8” aluminum 
straight siding, color (white) and is in stock. 


e Corrective measures for replacement: 


Removal of existing siding at specified locations, framing repair in locations noted in estimate. 
Sheathing for substrate and replacement of 8” aluminum siding, (like for like). 
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Property Maintenance Code Enforcement Update 


September 2018 


209 PEARL ST PROPERTY MAINTENANCE JULY COURT CASE DISMISSED 
- PEELING AND FLAKING PAINT 
ON EXTEIROR WOOD SURFACES 
OF MAIN AND ACCESSORY 
STRUCTURES 

204 BANK ST PROPERTY MAINTENANCE CASE CLOSE 

a -PEELING AND FLAKING PAINT 

118 PINNER ST PROPERTY MAINTENANCE COURT CASE SCHEDULE TO BE 

-DETERIORATED EXTERIOR HEARD ON 9-6-18 


WALLS 
113 ST JAMES AVE 


-DETERIORATED FOUNDATION 
-DETERIORATED ROOF SYSTEM 
-DETERIORATED FRONT PORCH 
-DETERIORATED WINDOWS 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
- DETERIORATED RETAINING 
WALL 


JULY COURT CASE DISMISSED 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
- DETERIORATED EXTERIOR 
WALLS 

- DETERIORATED EXTERIOR 
DOORS 

DETERIORATED FRONT PORCH 
PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
-DETERIGRATED OVERHANG 
-DETERIORATED ROOF AND 
GUTTERS 

-CARE OF PREMISE 


NOTICE OF VIOLATION ISSUED 


134 W. WASHINGTON ST NOTICE OF VIGLATION ISSUED 


Zoning 
Case Activity Report 
September 2018 


PROPERTY OWNER(s) LOCATION VIOLATION(s) JUDGEMENT INSPECTOR 


Jeffrey Townsend 178 E. Washington St Window signs and window tint, no COA Court 10/04/2018 
Jeffrey Townsend 178 E. Washington St Covered Patio without COA NOV issued 5/17/2018 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 
Application Number: HLC2018-00024 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the proposed action or actions at the following location meet the requirements of 
Section 31-413(f)(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 4400 Nansemond Parkway 


Property Owner: Glebe Episcopal Church 

Property Owner’s Address: 4400 Nansemond Parkway 

Property Zoning Map Identification: 20*5 

Property Zoning: RLM, Residential! Low-Medium, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay 


The following action(s) are approved with the conditions listed below: 


Install two wood rail fences at the entrance to the existing parking lot adjacent to Nansemond 
Parkway. 


Paint all wood elements with exterior flat enamel paint, color white. 
Any additional improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness. 


All required permits shall be obtained from the City of Suffolk. 


THIS CERTIFICATE.IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS FROM THE DATE OF APPROVAL LISTED 
BELOW. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, UNLESS 
AN EXTENSION IS GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE 
ADMINISTRATOR. IF THE APPROVED ACTION(S) HAVE NOT COMMENCED WITHIN THE 
SPECIFIED TIME PERIOD, AN EXTENSION MUST BE GRANTED BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN 
COMMENCE. 


. 


Signed: Mona { Olen ere Signed: (Aad 


(Zoning Administrator) (HLC Secretary) 


Date: eUists Date: EMLAG 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 
Application Number: HLC2018-00027 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the structure located at the following location has met the requirements of 
Section 31-413(f)(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 

Property Address: 620 West Washington Street 

Property Owner: Mr. Jeffrey Jeanguenat 

Property Owner’s Address: 620 West Washington Street 

Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G16(3)A*33*33A 


Property Zoning: CBD, Central Business District, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District 


The following actions/conditions are approved: 


. Replacement of rotted portions of an existing six (6) foot privacy fence, located in the rear 
yard, with pressure treated wood. 


. In-kind replacement or repair of an existing gate in the rear yard. 


. Staining of the entire existing fence and replaced portions with weather proofing stain, cedar in 
color. 


. The finished side of the fence must face outwards. 
. Any additional improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness. 


. All required permits shall be obtained from the City of Suffolk 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST 
COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION 
MUST BE GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE 
ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN COMMENCE. 


Signed: Oona ( ply man) Signed: hi Che ha 
(Zoning Administrator) (HLC Secretary) 
Date: ots Date: t/ 1 ft1B 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 


GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 
Application Number: HLC2018-00030 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the action(s) listed below meet the requirements of Section 31-413 of the 
Unified Development Ordinance and the Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines: 


Property Address: 216 North Main Street 
Property Owner: Suffolk Christian Church 
Zoning Map#: 34G18, Block A, Parcel 77 


Zoning District: CBD, Central Business District & HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District 
The following actions/conditions are approved: 


1. The wall shall remain in its present configuration and shall be repaired utilizing the 
existing bricks to the maximum extent practicable. 

2. Replacement bricks may be installed as necessary and shall match the size and color of 
the existing bricks. 

3. Replacement mortar shall duplicate the existing mortar in strength, composition, color, 
and texture. Repointing of mortar joints shall be in accordance with the standards of the 
Historic Conservation Overlay District Guidelines. 

4. No further exterior improvements permitted without the issuance of a Certificate of 
Appropriateness. 

5. All required permits shall be obtained from the Community Development Division. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS FROM THE DATE OF APPROVAL. 
THE APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, UNLESS 
AN EXTENSION IS GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR 
THE ADMINISTRATOR. IF THE APPROVED ACTION(S}) HAVE NOT COMMENCED 
WITHIN THE SPECIFIED TIME PERIOD, AN EXTENSION MUST BE GRANTED 
BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN COMMENCE, 


Signed: Oonna _Columan Signed: ae tyr — 


(Zoning Administrator) (HLC Secretary) 


Date: 8 “Hel 8 Date: t/ T9tT 


